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Tifsfnn: 

1 . nf^T mcrT trTT t- 

(i) HitStipT^ (f^T^ m’? jiTiSrm'Rt 4t f) % f^-TR-i 31 ht?, 

2000 ^ TTflr^mT gR[ ^;?t^RTT (f^F^ 7F^ ^ ift WT W t ) 7> sJimcF 

(4t.1T.FpF.)(f^ sFFq 7F^ ifi U^TT t) ^ ii 

mtri sTf^ ^ rnlf^Fcji Pifccbbi1 cffr 3Tflnjj%FT fcmn ctstt ^ 

^ cull'd ^ 40 C^ 1^tcFY fc^cT ^Xf ^ 3TXR ^ SIWI 'cJ^TT^ cPT 3r4'4£J 7?;^ 

2TT I 



^][)b t;i 2000 


(1) 
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ii) ^ W ^ Pitcbfcil cf?t xrcp sfT 

T? ^ di'51<a 40 ^ '%R yi'if^i't' Pitchfcil' ^ Tf 3Tq^ I^rr, ^ cp)^ 

cPT 3T^£r Tj^fT STT ; 

iii) ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ctrrt ^ 

^ ^ ^ST sft f^ij'idcbl cTSTT 3TRT mfefr ^ 

TR 3Tir^-3TTRr f^RR ^ (i)3i^( ii) ^ ^if^srfRd ^?FR-#tTT ^ ^ffcR '^RT^ ^ 

RRT? ^ RR I 

iv) Rf^TcR^ ^ RdslcS Ml id ill ^ 3R^ fcTxfR HlRdch ^ cJR^ RT 

3R^ Mdld fcfRT I H'lRgcf? ^ 3R^ fcRR cqcfcf cfR^ cTT^ Mlf^ill 3PJ^ST 
f^fRTr RJT 8TT ^ RcRT RT 3^ fcRRt c^ RiRdd I Rfejt ^ 

^^TcTTi? ^ sJt f^ ^ TTSfi ^RT RcRT tr fcfRRi ^sn ^ITJv^d, ^ cpt^ 

RR ^ I WR RfM ^ ART 3T^Efi iR PiR^d 

MTpfcbi'5) ^RT ^ Ptchtil ^r f^xlR (^i|| iRH % ! 

V) yiRidil^l ^ fBd«l«€| MllSill ^ f^PlFT fBd4<€i Rf^ ^ RE^ f^ 1R 

3r5%?Tt 3ldlHdli| aj^lTcIlcll RT^rPtR RT^ PPtSRT vRR^ 

R^?Rf sfr I 

vi) R^PfR Prr^ ^ dlquil ^ fl^R^ mPijl ^ tr 

3TpRjf^ fctR 7 r JlRf^TR Ptcbtll Tt RbiPid PfRT t, ^ RpfWT c^ RROT fRfi 
^tF?RTT ^RIT t I M’<R_, f^d<s|^ Mlfcdl gRT I^rPtR f^ tr ^fcfit 

^ pRf5^ P ^JpfcT ^ ^ Prr W t I 

vii) \dM'<lcw PijdNcil pRPT 16 c^ Rbcbtfl c^ Pr PrtP^ 3lPc|r4 

^Szfr/RRR cR ■'i^cll'dl 5lld f^delcg MlfSill Rt 23.10.2000 ^ fcRTT RTT 8JT sflR tR 
PlcH Pi ill TR iff ^ PltR^l ^r fcfPlcRT fcRTR fcfRT RR t 1 
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viii ) 3Tf^RJ£pn ***** Tfrqp%T OTETR tR infM SRT ^gERT 

P'<f?lc1 ^ t 3ik yiRlchl^ ^ ^ f^RTRT^^i^ # ^FFf^n t I 

^iR i ch i chTii ^Pid'dEb, arraraci) aft? 3 rt cfe aft? 

SRT va»icftl 


2. ift f^rafe/TjRRcfj ^ ;nteT^ 1 [rt Rf cr ^rr ^ t 

3fR^ ^ cFTtf gzRT iRfr t I 


(^) 


ETTteTcRtf 3 Tt 3 fk aiMIdchl' ^ 3 R^ fcfxIR cZIcR fcRr f afR if ^ 

vSe^<a f^RlT •'Ii4l ^ 

c^ f^WR: 


( i) E|^ ^ ^ tjI ^ TjTf^rcR^ gRT Cf^ ^ 

^?f|cT cfft^TcT RWT 5% W ^ t I ■■!J|R|ch|chTll3Tt ^ cRi t f!p arl^ 
Hill'd cf?t 3TcrSTRRT 3rt'§TTfR cRT RTR T5TT^ ^ f^TER W 3TIEnf^ t 

EJ^tRT ^f ^ WR cfTt qfM^ cFR ^ ^ tT ^ t ^ ^ 

MIC'I diRjId cR vS'ccj ■^FcR fcfRT WT ^ I fcfRIT ^ f^ ■jrf^ 

Pi did Chi ^ wtPt ^ ^ cr ^tchi Prit t eft yrPrchPt ^ ^rt 

Ct?t ^ ■gRTT C^ anETR ^ ■RTRR cHMId cR PtEipR cfRTt I RbP' Pt^^TTcRI gRI 

M^cki RqiRT RFTct ^ ejfP RTRW cRT^ ^ ift grj^ET fcRjT t dlf^ ^ PtElpR ^Ef 
P 3TRft f^RPrat, ETp effrt Pi ^Rg?T cFR I 



__ I HE GAZETTE OF IN DIA E XTRAORDINARY ___ [Part 1—Sep, 1| 

cf^R?: f^T ? I cf^lRT RI f^tfiXR ^ cflx-cT^^ ^ RX 

c[TR ^ ^3^ ofl'^ fR??rRTT -^- :y[fEjcfjrRlii ^ 24.10,2000 % 

3iTT^ ^ TRx 'ift afi i xraVr ario c^ xt4g 

<??t t ^if^: RTTPT-fqXX^fT TX 1^41 4 \3 ^cVRT PRF t I 
( ii ) TRc| ^ilTT 2 % fgf^T flWRl 44 "cJlXl'TX ^ WRI ^ iRotx^T Rl 33^EI 
t grftl^ Rf£r£bl4 ^ flTTefr ^ qf^T ^ thtpr ^ 2 % PTR^I W 

f^lRR T#t cfXX Xt t f^RR RRFT-ReF! XTeR^E?) 4^ f^mfel q4 RTcfi t i 
( iii ) t4c^ RXfrq ^ 3TiT4cf4 RRR ^ X^l 4 f414^rcT XRRXT# ■§]e44 RRiR g,! (JTJXfa 
f4^RT t ! 

(xi) 3rRI f^delc^ RfM fcTtfR 

f4 ?f%^TOT^R^XT[VXi4 RXitf%V?R 4 fRRRiRid TXR f ;- 

(xp) X?c4 OTlfr ^r 4r TR ^ ^M%X3Tj SPRIRT r 4 RX RfX?ftR ^^RTTR-f gTXT RX^ 

r 4 RX 4 RfSlXP t 3ftx fxr4 4^ p PR R5T r4| PTRR R #4 r 4 ^ ^ t I 3tf4R 

#T frFrrttRt RTTRIxfi r4 R| 4rt4 TX 1^-iRR Rxi RX f^RTX cRX4 XTRR 

Rf ^RcRRclX t % XTRRTEftR 3TR% ^ ieTR XRRftR R^RR r 4 ReTRf r4 RTR ! 

3R8fr RRXftxftR (4rr p RR r 4 f^rf^f^) R^ R^RRT R xrxft ^ 3TTf f^XrPR ^ RPXR RRR r4 
wm CR Rq XT fipR-fiFR xft sff ! ?Xr 4 RTRIRT, RTX^k ^RTR RRcffR RRR^ r 4 XerpftR 
cf^Reft RR f^RtXR RR4 ^ feTR R?fR sffX XRt 4 R^ t I 3TR: sffX 3RR ^ r4 




1--^^ 1] 
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'S^rTn ^ Pl^lfrf ^TcPTTef "^PTF^ "^Tdr^ Hlf^FT ^ 

^^3fpn "311%^ I 

(^) ^ XT T:pf cfTt WT ^ sTxnj^ afrr Wft TTFnft c^rr arafe orrsft 

TTXRfr^ W 15 % ^ ^-10% 3lf^TTR, 16.5% xft XT xpr TR 35% 

Cf?t ^ ^ XETcei^fl arnrra WT! sifllw 10% , f^ef 38.5”/o ^ XTJltccr XRT TRf^ 

RITTT t I ^RX6R gM 3mit 3flT gPR -gEn'^i ^ WJ ^ cTSTT 3^1 

T#!l%jff cf?f %cp5Tf^ ^ STJfTR xft TT T;pf TfEJTcRff xjgqTgt XR Giraiof 
xRlf^^XiR^, XR 38,5% XR rrfT 13Wrg c^RTtn RM t, gf^ RJTT ^ I 

xft IT ^ ^ 3 R[^irao WR ^ 2^ x R i f^ x^ii ^vi f^ -dffr y^mrfr ^r ^ 

gr^ XR^ ■;^ ^ wf^ ^ ^ # f^RT^ XRrf^^'XSRt ^ 3Tf^ OTqT?T ^ t I 
fxpr 5RTiT xft TT XRT XfXl XTg^ ^ 3TRdH XR^fXTf filR ^ f sflR ^ iTR^f Xpt 

i%iT xfi ;i iT^ ^ Mcfr XR 3#^ arfirg^ xn-e^tft cr r?jr f?RjT rptt Ri i d~lRid 

XT^ t I 

(tt) Rf%?RRrfTf 3 TTRR ^£ft 3 RR^ ^txiMsufxT^XRT gRT 3 RRf%^ 3 RR^ flRd 
f I 

(gf) 1996-97 3i% 97-98 ^ gtTFT R^^t STRf ^ ^ aTTRcft gf^t 

gf^ ^ddl 4 \3^SRR 2jt dgf^ XT? Si^-t^^^TRR, 1999 c^ g^RT 3RR ^ got ^RR if 
5'S%RfxJI R fTRJcft Tff qpR 7^ I RCfXR eflR R Rg" ^tcTT ?!' f^ RR 
3Tcrf?T ^ ^RH ^ XfRR |3TT t I 

(^.) ^ 3Rf^ R TJ^ ft%gt ^ |t t 3#R Mcff ^ cRft 

38# t I RT^ R? ^ 5 7T^ RXgR Mcft g^ ^RR ^T 3r%5r^l^l|-3i% 

RTRR^ 7 R R I rI#- 3 TTRcfr x^ RRffjf rrr XTRI^ f 3 TT ?tR cff Rf^TRlgRTtaff ^ gR 
#r gfR Pldld'l 378 ^ RRt g# gRTT RR # 1 r I 
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(tl) ^ I? eft ^ cl5lHdl ^ RKNd ^ qRuiH'KI'Iiq ^ T? ^ 

elFra; ^ cEift STlf t f^RF^ t^T tt cf^ cb"tMd1 ^ ^ |t t I 
1998-99 cEH cj^ ^ ^ X[ xpi 3TTWi 'm^ A ^ 

TTHflT X3n TTcfRTT I 
(tj) wit ttTT ^ cift vjTtrf: 

3. ail^Ildcht , d l RjcMcExll aft 3fR 3P^ mfM ^ ^ 3T^£lt 3fR XJHc^ 

^RT XJ3TTT Tp;T cfTf 'Jii'tj cfTt ■§■ sfR vJH '3Rf 'Ill'HI dRr ^ I^^ITR Rb'41 

^TRIT t i%Rf R^tHT cfcE ^ Plddl MKiRlcf?. f sflR ^ dlHcl ^ 51^ 'Slcl^ 

t FI2IT ^ >H^Rld wRr RR XTT tR cbRql^ Cf^ ^ t I 

(ri) arRrcmft gRi cigzft m wgn 

4. XfcEEH f^cRUT-R^ ^ X3RR ^ cZTcRT fcR;? tjtt ir ^ ^RBTR^ ^1 XJRT 

'iTiHI dcF f^pEIR f^Rfl J|4l ^ fuRT RffTR deb ^ Pldd'! ST^RTR JTRtRtcE 

3fR ^ RR xmRi t 1 
(^.) toRTtS^ 

5. dddM Rixl ^r fcRnf^ ^cMld ^'1^1 iTf c^ RIT XT?! P r -nilc l d 

XTR^I^^f^ t I (^ XT T^) CM qo^cRT, 

^fcRcE XRr^r?^^Tf^(98 ^Hdd), stfef^ Xjf^ X^ f^pR-f^p^ 

R^ ^ ^ t I TRT?T?^r^ #ITT ^Eeb tRxp arfstf^RP, 

1975 ^ X!M ^Rcb XJR-#^ 2917.3500 ^ STcDtcT epff^ t | Efenfer, RI? 

XnffcFRUT c^efET 'diqoRiq? ^ sfR^ cic^dM XRRI c^ q|i|^ IR IcfRfl' ift RM ilTR’!! eh I'51 

^ t I 

(^) ' RT^ \Jgft7T' <Ull^thlchTil C^ f^rf^ 

6. TnfxIchT '^RR^ Id'hdlRliJI X^f^feheRr f^O sftR '^RR^' ^Rj^fcRTT <^fdchcdH f^O 

glRT MXR cF^ f fuFfcM tp3?t^ cMR^ERT ^RRT: Rl*fl'^ci X^ t I 

gifqcMcDxilart cM f^RRE RT^ \ieiVl tt xRj ^ yid-lldd cM 50% STfxJcE 

XFfcTT t I 3TcT: iJTR|c|o|chTl'i3ff cM RRE ^ RTRI^ cR^ cM X^cE flRRE RRcTT t 
3ftR ^ c^ atcPtcT xrsn-3Rr%T RI^ XJITTE cET CER% c^ 3T^t^ 

Xf^ XER^ f 1 



[MFU—73^ 1] 


wra : ararwT 
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w. 

7. (^) f^RPTTcR^t ^ 2 (tET) ^ 71? W t ^^ 

cTTc^t} ^ f^fr^ cR^ ^ t ■cfr ^ 3?^ ^ 75TtxJT#T 35cqR ^ 3^2^ ;g|^ ^ 31[gf^ 

'^'dl f^'(Tl ^ 37>Tra’ ^ iJ'jff 3?7r ci>{^ ^ f^'Mct51 f^^qciikj wEn^fN ciit 

f^¥dl3Tf ^ 3T?d^ # I 

(^) ^iRlchlch-dl ^ fcpTH t 33^ £[RT \3d^lf^d cTSTT ^7? 3lk ^ 

3TT7TTf^ ^ f^tidHj ^fT^rPT # sfk ^ WP cn?g PPTT PTF? I 

33^ ^ f%7TT t w ^fRc3 3ik 7PTPT grarr PTW t^^TRcT ^f ^TTR 

vidHI< c^ |ctPl5?M^^’<[l ^ v>)'t) 3Pr^tcf>T, 5'S'l'^Rl'iJI, cptRjJT cTT^^PT 4 ^TfN 

vicMI^ ^ ^ I 71? ift dlcfl f^TT? ^ ^fefc? cf? ^Mmd 

PT?! cT^ RPldliJI Pr%7JT cf?T ■?T^£I i^lldcMcbTl^ 1%7IT ?JTT^ gRT viFTTf^d 

3ff7 fTRcHR 3PF RPl^ldl3Tt gRT \3d4lRd TJ PP g?f RRhRi ITRrTT ^T cf7t| 7IRT 
3RR t I 5r%7TT 3fR7^ FPPT f I 

(?) 3?Rf^rcf? c^ ???RT F?FT 7R^ c^ ^£T ^ ^ H dsl^ PT^t gRT cRf cfg^ 

R?T W t I 

(?) ?F WTcT ^ KIT? fiT, Tirtor^ ?? ?T?^ f fcp gM ffttR? 

Sfr? ^ ^ STTTIT? Rkh ft Tgl TpTgT?!^!^ ?gTR ^ FFPT FFcrT Fg? t 

3ft7 ?F7f?f IR^IPFT? 3T??fETcfT Rdcfl TJR# f 3fR ?Ff^ t RffT c^ 3T2j c^ "iftcR FFT? 

f I 

^ FTFTFT Mf clIkF Fgff mg? FTf^- ^'dY-^f$|7J| : 

(cfT) TItRcITT^ ^ RtiR 3TgFR ^vSl-^Rmi C^ P|7l)dcR’ FT? ^ FgRlF T^dHI sfR 
3TKT fenrRTTTt, TTfR gltf 5Rg? gR^ ^ 3TgF7 3TgH RpgT I IpRlgTI^ ^ FTT^rf' 
§-sl^Riij| c^ gdlclWT gfr fcRir I gFTftr, Fg^ ^ ^ fcfRft aft fftgftfgr ft ^jg?T 
^ 7ft feT? fftgr T)TT grfftgTTft eft Fgft? gg Fgfg gift fftgT ft I 

(7l) glRcblctrd'iaft gTF FFTTFI gcF 7ft ffteft?? 7ft Fg? ft fftrg F? gTgt gg 3TT7TIFgft 

gTF 7 t? g5?ft ^ fftftg Rtf ft? t Rt RR^ FiRgFft gft f ft ft Rmi gft ^fgrrftR gftFftr 
Tfg fftgRur FTFT ft ftft gift Pi did) FFT ftftftRlTF ft Fig ^pgft 7ft SFETR gg gRgf glRkj 
F fftr gFTFTF gft Tfjggj R 3TT?R Fg|?F ftg? ft, grfftgFft 7T? Rf ggft f Rr gftigg 
FTFel ft FTTg ft? 7ft Rrftt ftt PRdch ft ^Jg?T 7ft Rgr gjfftggft R 3Tgft? gg FgTg gft 
P'^l % I ^fPi's grRTfgft ft Pff 6 (8), Tgfft FTfirTF dHF? TJggT eft FTgR gg chfRl j 
gft t I TTg^FR, grfftggft FTfftgggRft gJF FF-FgggT ^RPlgl fftjg agFftF ^gTF 7ft 
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^ PlfBd ^ ^ cf5t ^ ■dlHM 

^ Wroi arrsTR ^ ^ IcRtr ^5^ f i 

(■’T) Plijld cf^ldd ^ 'dft ^ 3TT^ ^ chdcnrll gRT '^Tcf?f^d cf^ 'Tf 

C^ SrraN TT? i^ W t I TTTf^ 3ta ^ ^ ^ 

^H|iil1%a' 1^5TTT W RlR|(t/icb-dj gM ^cTT tRIT t I 

^cRT ^ 'd'^ltld ^ pTRI^aR ;ncRTR #: 

RTSa ^ dlHSld Plc^jld^ RFRT f^fj^ t^RrfcT afR' RfFfTRT ^ 

'^sFdd ^ddl ch^dl I ^ pel'll RTRTR TRa ^TRPT T^R aTRTRRRJT cfjTfSTRT 
IN' W aft Wr^ft 3flR aSTRtaa 'iHHillclRr c^ cfRTR ^ c^ ■?TRa 

^3TRRft 1 ^ 3Ta^ cj^Rra ^dTtildl RR ITOTR fcR? Rr^lR5 RTR^ if ^ ^ ^ 

3TraTR RR ar^ ^ I aRxT 3taR ^r ttsf^ ■?1'^ RRTRFT cijlMN C^ -^^TR- RTRTR 

fcT^anl asTT 3RRI ^ 3iaR arf^ t at R^Rra ^-ft^jar R^r rrh^- rr^ is f^ 
RRffra f^ -RT^ t I" 

Rnar-R ^jca 3 i1r t^rata R^taa R^t ^rrt ^ mm rr ^3^ a?TR l^afR a 
Rat t. viM'-ilRd f^raa c^ st^rrut ^r ^at^rf^rarf f^raitaRjt c^ rt^t Riaa arf^a 16.77 
5?fcraa f^ertf^ tcTjar aat t 1 

g# sfiR cfeRUirrKR? RT^ 

a^TH ^ ^ 

1 . Rftaar RR^aaarat ^ Rara rr IcIrk rjr^ Rraa a? ata rrrt sncjaaRo rtritt 
atar 11% aar Rifet arrarat RRRa aiRa a rrtpt aR^art aft aftaa aft ^aar ^ 
aftaa tf afrf aa^Raita f^tRiaa art t siacir aar rrrr i ^aaiat aftaar 
if sRaar rtr^rr^ 'RaR aa? f^tRiaa varf t a a^taa saasR RRaaa sn^ t 
at % 3RaaT aarRi^ rrr aa? aa a^ l 

2. 'RTRa i a^ aata rr arratat is jrara cjft ata a R^aa f^raat c^ 

sT^Raaa II (iv) c^ ar^RnR RTl^raait ^ aa RTc^aaft rr 1^r fctaa laTaRR asfta 

aff RR RRTR H'5dl ^ \^RI aaTTRa gtHdl aRatR^fifRft aft RTaf,RaTR5^cTRRaat 

f^raa t^aft 3TTa_,RTaa aft rtrt aar diPSn ^anf^ l 

3 . Rtf^aaft ^ Rif^d arraiat c^ ararat saa aiRat aata ^-Kfaaactt Ttaa anaa?, 
f^rf^aaar, ^araaa araat aftf aaa aaRa atf% aRR aaia rr t attR at 
asTTR af[ Rna^Rfia €t R|a aaa^ t aft ^t am 'aft ! 



[■HFT I ] 


■HIT?! 
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^ «t 1^ ^ cj?fTr^ 'm f^rqkw ^ arraT^ra? cbKchl ^ wra 

3T^ C^ cfr^ ^FRtft cm WfFT, ^ ^?^qRT sflY 

ciKrif^cb cm f^ mm t amrar mrmtm •jft 

mrf^im f I ^jifrm ^ arl^ ^mimr kt fwm mFim mr kmim aff^ 

mrak mm mf ^ mf frt arRmft km? mk kkfk kt mt t l 

m grk k ^ Piitgt^ 

1. pikmkf ^ # k 

(m) vicRiciH afk gPTcn <3mkn 

mfkmWr mrk mr 1996-97 ^r 33802 k.mr ^ 1997-98 ^ 

45040 k.m ak mm kt aimk ^r crem? 45107 k.mr m mm 1 

mk| mr armm mkrm 1996-97 ^ 35 mfcmm ^ mmcm? 1997-98 ^ 47 

mk?RT ak 1998-99 ^ 47.18 mfcmm k mm i 

(^) kfsJmt cjft rnmr 



1996-97 

1997-98 

1998-99 (mirf 

f ?H armra 

3646.09 

8422.98 

11138.71 


21152.00 

32481.00 

77619.00 

^cH ymm mmm 

24898.09 

40903.98 

58757.71 

g5ci ^ 

Jei ^ 

1%^ (% ^) 

85.36 

79.41 

81.04 


mk ^ m mm wm t k fks^ mk kf ^erm ^ 'ei^ mdtm kkk 
tt mm amk k kmr ^ ft t mmf mrjkmcfmt k mrnm kk irmraT rnmim # ft 
fk m?t fci-ii 6|tid'51 mtt ft ^ i 

m) fisjjt mrfkm 


Ek 1996-97 k kmr 4 kfRcmt kkmcm k. kt kmr akm kkt mkr 100 
mfcmm (aTrmm mf/kmr sft k 1997-98 ^ mrnfm 91.39 mk?T?f afk mm amk 4 afr? 
arkm mmfm 79.02 rnkmim tt mt l 


3iot6ikcoo--^ 
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^ 1996-97 ^ 4 cj^f^Icbc^H f^. ^ ter 3Trf^ 100 

yfrra?r (arraR ^)/4 .ch 4 ycicb'( 1997-98 ^ 87.69 5ff%^ 3fk 34r 

3?f^ 70.82 yfcl^ld # 

cTSTTf^r^WET 3^14 ^ dlRlcfJIch'Tl'i cfMt ^ 3JTf^ '3?qTcJ-H RFRT 

4 ^ eft I 

(^) cIPT ^RcfT 

1996-97 ^ ^ ^ ^ MdleH 4 ■UlR|chlcbTl^3Tt 

W\ ^ 4 RPT 1519.32 RRI 75T 2IT I cf^ 1997-98 ^ ^ 

274.19 RR5 75^ W 34r aTcrfst 3T2lt?T 1998-99 ^ ^^tTFT 1044.80 cTRI ^ 

N 

W3r f 3TT I 
(^gr) 3t^i 

^ 3ffw ^ 1996-97 ^ 406 4.^ 4 1997-98 

8519 oW 1998-99 ^ 4522 4.^ # W I 


(^) 


1 1996-97 

1997-98 

1998-99 (^ 3raf4) 

'Hl^’d n §*.1 fRiT v3TRrRI 

3646.90 

8422.98 

11138.71 

4^^ snrarRT 

366.78 

4124.59 

6790.18 

5^1 aiFirat 4)1 % (t44w) 

10.06 

48.97 

60.96 

^ef 5IRIiH ^<3fR A 

3TRn?fr ^ i%RrT 5ricRTcT ^r 

1.47 

10.08 

11.56 


^ 3liqio) SfRqfsi^ '^fe % I ^ 

3TFn?if ^ 1%W 1996-97 10.06 3fi%W ^ 3T^Pl % i^tlPT 60.96 wRi^ia I 31?^ ■^FSTR 

•4' ^ 3irqra1f ^ 1996-97 i.47 Trf^ % fn^ ^ ^ 1997-98 10.os 3tf%?ici 

^■rmrsfk 1998-99 3T4fiT ■^‘4^47f 11.56 3rfim?T4411 




[■HFT I—1 ] 




15. ^Flft 

aiFnrff ^ ^ TT-f 1996-97 21.83 1^. TT^. ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

1997^8 %.3<M^^^3.26 llfif 3TT^, 1^^. 3^^ ^ ^ f^ 

w. ^TTf. T^, ^ ^ fro^ 3TT^ I 


(^) 


^ 1996-97 ^ ^kH illRicbIcbtll cl^t 267 sft ^ 1997-98 ^T 372 

3fk ^ 3T^ tT 3fk STftm? W^cfT? 383 ^ "flf I 

viw^cra c^ 3Tfcfk2RT jTTf^mTT^ ^ ^ ^f5^ f % ^ ^ cTi^ 3mmf ^ 

Mt ^ ^ t I ^ ^ 1996-97 cjft ^r ^ 3 t^ ^ 18 ^yJH arf^ 

t I TnRjchlcb^l C^ ^ ^ cfTt fcp^ ifr 1%cT^ ^ ^ ^ I ,1% f^- a^cTc f^ c^ 

W WT ^ Pmen cfT^ ^ SFTcn t I V3^T^ ^ ^ ^ 7J?: w t 1% ^ 
wf^ ^7 3Tf^f^ 'Hlf^'^ ^7 ^ 317^lfskfj cfft^RT ^Tcpkt a’lfBl W t I 
TTlIxTcf^lchtllSTt ^ ^ffTfTPT ^ ift cf^ 1996-97 ^ ^ ^ 3T^ ^ ^ 

t I ^ntekt TTf TTT^ t 1% JHTif^u^'i ^ 'dli^fBch 3fk WT ^ ^ t 

^ ^ d% ^ W?T # I 

2. 3TcT: Mlft|cf7|'5l vj^kkra’ ^ ■JT? Cfj^ ^ fcf5 ^ ^ STFTRT \d^Vl cf?!' 
cffkmt k ^ cjfklcT ^7 f%1T Tp^ f IfTTc^ 3TefM, ikW ^f 3TkJkT cf?r 

cjfkkT k ^ cffiTfrr W klj t I kkuTFkWT ^TTRlcblchxlM ^ 3kFff aif^ 
Tf^cT cfTtkcT k Wrft ^ gfkkT W 3Ttrk ^3c^ ^ c^ f^ ^TGT ^ STT 

krack k ■giRjcpicfjTlM ^ RTflil ?Tkr ^ I AjlRjchlchTilsff Cf5t kkRT ?MR ^ 
k SkkTT vdM-ykl ^ ^ ckr k iff ^ IRT 2TT I 

^ ^Hli^f^cb TTcf ^fkkff ^ k ^ ^ f 1% klfer 3TRTTcfr ^ cF5m 

^rrf^ichTiiafr ^ 5T%/«Tf^ cft mm fsrr t l 

wkfa 15^ flitT 3jk aFzr ^ 

1. WTF^ ?fk k7 Mlcp'<l^ kk ^ kT^ g5t WkT t, krfkt 

qiFqcpicpTlI ^kkraf ^ §l1% ^ t ^STT iTRcfkl TT^TR ^ ^|kf 3fk \3kr?f 
kfcTkktf ^ f^Tf% ^RkT t’, kt % ^ ^ WTRT f^cT ^ ^ I 

2. '^r? ill'll iRH % cH^ii^ k ’6i«<<g ^ J| k f^PlRd 

^ ^5kkT ^ # 3ik kktnkR^WT ^ ddlldl ^ ^cRfk^ 

xlawtiicdcfidl TR kiTkr tp? t I qiciH'^'lefr ^XTkfi k kTkfkT ?1W 

^kkT kfcRikrf ^ 17 ^ fcfkkcfR I3i^f!p RJiiiii lifkr ^f WkMt 
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cfiH'fl cf^f ■glj ■^cfjTTFT ^ cpil ^ 3TT^?ZJcf5 '^|j^| cT^ 

cFf ^ I fcFT^ cFiT^ ^ itrt fi? 

3fR ^ v3M'H'lcWI3Tt ^ cZIFTcF fcfcFFI ^ I 

MICd'i'isJt dMIiil ^ STRTTcT Rh'^ Md^K chH Fl'i'l ^'dfcH'^ 

w^fra^art ^ \5dii< ■gft vs^refsiwr w cfT^ si^ ^ ^7^ I 

qifricfilcnTiI c^M^l ^ cjleSl Slf^ '5^ cp'i^ ^ fcH^ ^Id^iicb MidH'^'ltJl ^c«P 
^ ^ W eHTT^ ^ Pflf^IcFT^ illlRlcFIcF^ cfiipft c^ iTRcT ^T 

^ ittI^ 3iW ddn w Rivcim 1^ t ^ ^ei ^ 

'mP>^<=Tii'=t)Til '^H'll % (Vin, SiFRTT •shRIm % fo< 5“tiq*i ■schi'a'I oii'in fq'qK ■§■ I 




3Tfd^t2Fr,1975 dt STM 3, 3SF, 8^, 9 3flY 9^ d dW cRjef jcFir 
^ ^Jodr dr d^cFY #ffT d 5rai^ my 3fk TTSF yRr^ld MM^ ^MY cFid d 

inf^ 3fMd Rdd cddcl YY fcMlY cT^d ^^gdftRTT ^ ^ 3TMTcfr d cFT 

f^ldY^I 1^MI W t I 


(^) 3if^ 


TJcftM TFT RMR cFd d Snf^SFlil II^ f^T^fd PicP'Mcl t f^:- 


(Sfj) YfY^ ^ d iJcT 'SIT Yd ^ PliJ^Rld k'dFI^'^l^'S YY YTYd Y^ RMRt 

TJYIc^ ^iJeY d YYT ddd YY RPYI YYT t, f^Yld Yf^MYYYYiY YTSY ^3TI t, 


(^) vJYTHT Y^ cITYdf^YT d^ ^^d^ YY 7MYI ^lYI ^3TT 


(y) 5'Sl^Rldl d ^JcT Y^ YI d6l d Pldlfdd YIY^ d YT5Y d d^cj^ vjdY Y^ d^ 

I# t I 
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(^) ^ 3T£ZmT 29 (#fTT 2917.3500) ^ 

3t^ 3TTH ^ c^>- TJ?T ^ m cTft ^ Pl'OifcId ^ ^ 3TRn^ 

XR f^ITERIWT^ ^ f^lf^ t i 


(^.) Tnf^ c^ crtxr ^ TTRR^eft 7 t 1% ^ RiLbiRyi 

XR Rp^n xiRT SIT ^ cTXjpjT xjnm t, ?fi xjitrfT ^ ff ^iRr 

^ XJTfXRft 1 ^ cP 3TRxrf-^3TRXT ^ f^ SnSTTcft xrirT XJRT q?t 

RRT 3iqRr c^ R:?ltR?T -fR^ xjijRT ^ 5Tt^ 7f|?T cffRicT ^ cfff tj^ ^ 

3tn7 xiTCn Hlf^d XJRT -qroi W STT, qft XTTgq RTjRr cj^ RtxrR^ 

XJTRft t I 


(^) d?^> !T R, xjR ^ ^ x^ Rratf^ ^1 ^ xtxtt^t^x^i^ ^ "fnft arrqTcfr 

XR eFTTIfT X3n RcfXcTT % I 9l<i'1'<ltff ^j'ecb ^M'2l 5<H’<1 c|t| ;5RR TTf^ 

xfrf^ ^ I 


(^) 1T7 ■RlfV^^Kt 31 'JTT^, 2000 % Pi'^hT 'jfe f I 


(r) N3H>j1cR T 3TRfRRR ^ ar^xffR ^ 3T[^ Cf> RadlMi cfTff 3TxftR 'dldl^c<h X3RTK 
sfR (RwaFT) 3 TxMR[ wjiqf^TxxT c^ ^ RT 'd4)(fl t I 


TRi. ■^. Pif^ yift^^Kl 
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MTOISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDtISTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 13lh November, 2000 


Sub:- Anti Dumping investigation concerning imports of Pthalic Anhydride 
(PAN) from Indonesia - Final Findings. 


29/1/99-DGAD - Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act. 1975 as 
amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and 
Collection of Anti Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination 
of Injury) Rules, 1995, thereof- 


A PROCEDURE: 

1. The procedure described below has been followed 

i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter also referred to as the Authority) 
notified preliminary findings vide notification dated the 31®* March, 2000 on 
anti-dumping investigation concerning imports of Pthalic Anhydride 
(PAN)( hereinafter also referred to as subject goods) from Indonesia 
(hereinafter referred to as subject country) and requested interested parties 
to make their views known in writing within forty days from the date of its 
publication; 

ii) The Authority forwarded a copy of the preliminary findings to known 
interested parties, who were requested to furnish their views, if any, on the 
preliminary findings within forty days of the date of the letter, 

lii) The Authority also forwarded a copy of the preliminary findings to the 
Embassy of Indonesia in New Delhi with a request that the exporters and 
other interested parties may be advised to furnish their views on the 
preliminary findings in the time frame as stipulated in (i) and (ii) above, 

iv) The Authority provided opportunity to all interested parties to present their 
views orally. All parties presenting their views orally were requested to file 
written submissions of the views expressed orally The parties were 
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advised to collect copies of the views expressed by opposing parties and 
offer rebuttals, if any. The written submissions thus received from 
interested parties have been considered by Designated Authority in this 
finding, 

(v) The Authority made available The public file to all interested parties 
containing non-confidential version of the submissions, submitted by 
various interested parties, for inspection, upon request; 

(vi) Arguments raised by interested parties before announcing of preliminary 
findings, which have been brought out in the preliminary findings notified 
earlier have not been repeated herein for sake of brevity. However, the 
arguments raised by the interested parties after preliminary findings have 
been appropriately dealt in this findings; 

(vii) In accordance with Rule 16 of the Rules supra, the essential facts/basis 
considered for these findings were disclosed to the known interested parties 
on 23.10,2000 and comments received on the same have also been duly 
considered in these findings. 

(viii) ***** in the Notification represents information furnished by interested 
parties on confidential basis and so considered by Authority under the 
Rules. 

B VIEWS OF PETITIONER. EXPORTERS. IMPORTERS AND OTHER 
INTERESTED PARTIES AND EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY: 


2. None of the exporters/producers have responded to the questionnaire 
forwarded by the Authority nor have furnished any information, 

The petitioners and importers have expressed their views, and the same 
are briefly mentioned below:- 

(a) PETITIONERS* VIEWS: 

(i) The non-injurious price determined by the Authority is less by about 5% 
as per information supplied by the domestic industry. The petitioners 
have argued that as the concept of the injury margin is based on the 
lesser duty rule, any reduction in the non-injurious price results in a lower 
duty even though dumping margin is determined to a much higher 
degree. They have requested that in case the Indonesian exporters have 
decided not to cooperate, the Authority should redetermine the cost of 
production on the basis of information supplied by them, They have also 
requested to make available the details qf cost of production used by the 
Directorate so- that they could submit their comments, if any, on the 
determination. 
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Authority Position 

The Authority has disclosed the Non-lnjurious Price to the Domestic 
Industry as part of confidential Annexure iv. A separate meeting was also 
held as on 24.10.2000 between domestic industry and official s of 
Directorate to discuss the issue of methodology for determination of Non- 
lnjurious Price. Domestic Industry has no comments on non-injurious 
price, as mentioned in their comm'ent to disclosure statement. 

(ii) The domestic industry has requested for determination of landed value by 
excluding 2% handling charges as the Authority is not considering 2% 
handling charges for the purpose of calculation of landed value in the 
cases where variable anti dumping duties are recommended. 

(iii) The domestic industry has requested for fixed anti dumping duty in US 
dollar terms. 

(b) VIEWS OF THE OTHER INTERESTED PARTIES 

The Indian Plasticizers Manufacturers Association has made the following 
submissions:- 

(a) The rate of Indonesian imports of PAN in the first quarter is higher than that 
furnished by the Indian Embassy and this establishes no dumping of PAN. 
Considering vast variation in the rates of Indonesia imports in the last three 
quarters, it is essential that the comparison be made of the local Indonesian 
price to the period it refers to. There was a wide variation in the rates due to 
rapid fall in the prices of Ortho Xyelne (input of PAN), In addition to that 
Indian Embassies are not equipped and competent to determine the local 
prices of industrial products. Therefore, export of domestic industry to 
Indonesia and other countries should have been used for determination of 
normal value and dumping margin. 

(b) PAN is adequately protected by rupee devaluation and lower levies on raw 
material, namely, Ortho Xyelne @ 15% plus 10% surcharge totaling 16.5% 
and the highest import duty on PAN @ 35% plus surcharge 10% totally 
38.5% As per the Government accepted policies as well as Chelliah and 
other Committees recommendation on Tax Reforms, the import duty on 
intermediates like PAN has to be lower than the Phthalate Plasticizers 
attracting the same import duty of 38.5%. This undue protection to PAN is 
already affecting the increase in the prices of Phthalate Plasticizers leading 
to la, ger imports of the Plasticizers. Thus PAN is already enjoying the 
highest protection and there are no justifications for further levy of Anti- 
Dumping Duty on Imports of PAN to India from Indonesia. 

(c) Import data of the petition is at variance with that published by DGCI&S. 
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(d) The price of imports from all other countries were higher during 1996-97 
and 1997-98 vis-a-vis Indonesia whereas it has been slightly low for 
Indonesia vis-a-vis other countries during April-December, 1999. This 
clearly established that there has been no dumping from Indonesia during 
the period of investigation. 

(e) Over the period, the domestic industry’s domestic sales have increased and 
exports have come down. It Establishes that home market was more 
lucrative and profitable than exports. Had the imports affected the local 
market, the petitioners would have at least kept up their levels of exports. 

(f) The decline in raw material prices of PAN has resulted in lowering the cost 
of production of PAN further resulting in lowering of the prices of PAN. 
Thus the imports of PAN during 1998-99 at lower prices cannot be treated 
as dumping to India. 

C. EXAMINATION OF ISSUES RAISED: 

3. The submissions made and the issues raised by the importers, petitioners 
and other interested parties have been examined and considered only to 
the extent they are relevant under the Rules and have a bearing on this 
case and dealt with at appropriate places in the notification. 

D DISCLOSURE OF ESSENTIAL FACTS MADE BY THE AUTHORITY 

4. The views raised in response ^ the disclosure statement are discussed in 
the relevant paras herein below to the extent these are relevant as per rules 
and have a bearing on the case. 

E. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION: 

5. The product considered in the present investigation is Pthalic Anhydride 

originating in or exported from Indonesia Pthalic Anhydride (PAN) also 
variously referred to as Pthalic Anhydride Flakes, Pthalic Anhydride (98% 
min.), Pthalic Acid Anhydrous etc. Pthalic Anhydride is classified under the 

Custom Sub heading 2917,3500 of the Custom Tariff Act, 1975. The 

classification is, however, indicative only and in no way binding on the 
scope of the present investigation. 

F. “ DOMESTIC INDUSTRY” STANDING OF THE PETITIONER 

6. The petition has been filed by M/s. Thirumalia Chemicals Ltd. and M/s 
Herdillia Chemicals Ltd. having its Registered Office at Ranipet apd 
Mumbai respectively. The petitioners account for more than 50% of 
production of PAN in the domestic industry. Therefore, the petitioners 
account for a major proportion of the subject goods in India and fulfil the 
requisite criteria to represent the domestic industry, as required under the 
Rules. 


'j i C^0)ll^OOO -S 
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G LIKE ARTICLES: 

7. (a) Rule 2(d) of the Anti-Dumping Rules specifies that "Like Articles" means 
an article which is identical or alike in all respects to the product under 
investigation or in the absence of such an article, another article, having 
characteristics closely resembling those of the articles under examination. 

(b) The petitioner has claimed that thfe Pthalic Anhydride produced and sold by 
them and those imported from the subject country have similar 
characteristics and should be treated as Like Articles. They have claimed 
that this is a standard product with simple and uniform specifications; 
products made in India, is of the same specifications as those made in 
USA, Indonesia, Korea, Taiwan, etc. They have also claimed that there is 
no substitute of Pthalic Anhydride. Regarding manufacturing process, 
Petitioner explained that there is no major difference in the manufacturing 
process of PAN being produced by us and that produced by other 
manufacturers worldwide. The process and plants are identical. 

(c) No argument has been raised by any of the interested parties with regards 
to Like Article after preliminary findings. 

(d'l In view of the same, the Authority holds that Pthalic Anhydride being 
produced by the domestic industry and those being imported from the 
subject country are identical or alike in all respects and having 
characteristics closely resembling, agd therefore, are Like Articles within the 
meaning of the Rules. 

J NORMAL VALUE. EXPORT PRICE & DUMPING MARGIN INDONESIA: 

(a) The Authority provided opportunity to the exporters from Indonesia to 
furnish information relevant to the investigations and offer comments, if 
any, in accordance with the Rules. The Authority also wrote to the 
Embassy of Indonesia in India. However, none of the exporters from the 
subject country has responded to the Authority’s request for information. 

(b) The claims made by the petitioners with regard to determination of normal 
value has been disputed by the importers stating that the Designated 
Authority should have determined the Indonesian local prices based on the 
exports from India plus levies applicable in Indonesia rather than on the 
basis of Embassy’s information. In this regard, the Authority notes that in 
the present case none of the exporters from the subject country has 
responded to the Authority’s request for information. The Authority, 
therefore, proceeded on the basis of Rule 6(8), i.e., best information 
available. Accordingly, the Authority considers the information relating to 
the domestic selling price of PAN in Indonesia , contained in the letter of 
Indian Embassy in Indonesia as provided by the petitioner as the basis for 
determination of Normal Value. 
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(c) The export price has been determined on the basis of the information 
compiled by the DGCI&S, Calcutta. The weighted average export price 
has been adjusted for insurance, inland freight, overseas freight as 
claimed by petitioner. 

The Rules relating to comparison provides as follows: 

“While arriving at margin of dumping, the designated authority shall make a 
fair comparison between the export price and the normal value. The 
comparison shall be made at the same level of trade, normally at ex-works 
level, and in respect of sales made at as nearly possible the same time. 
Due allowance shall be made in each case, on its merits, for differences 
which affect price comparability, including differences in conditions and 
terms of sale, taxation, levels of trade, quantities, physical characteristics, 
and any other differences which are demonstrated to affect price 
comparability.” 

Based on the comparison of the Normal Value and the Export Price, as 
determined above, in pursuance of the above Rule, the dumping margin in 
respect of Indonesian exporters is determined at 16.77%. 

INJURY & CAUSAL LINK: 

1. In considering the effect of the dumped imports on prices, it is considered 
necessary to examine whether there has been a significant price 
undercutting by the dumped imports as compared with the price of the like 
article in India, or whether the effect of such imports is otherwise to 
depress prices to a significant degree or prevent price increases, which 
otherwise would have occurred, to a significant degree. 

2. For the examination of the impact of the imports on the domestic industry 
in India, the Authority considered such indices having a bearing on the 
state of the industry as production, capacity utilisation, sales quantum, 
stock, profitability, net sales realisation, the magnitude and margin of 
dumping, etc. in accordance with Annexure li (iv) of the rules supra. 

3. The authority has also examined factors other than dumped imports viz. 
uneconomical plant size, inefficiencies, mismanagement, or any other 
factors etc. as cited which might be injuring the domestic industry at the 
same time. 

The non-injurious price for the domestic industry has been determined by 
making appropriate analysis of all relevant factors like usage of raw 
material, usage of utilities, captive consumption, etc. and the actual 
expenses during the period of investigations including the investments and 
capacity utilization. The non-injurious price of domestic industry has been 
determined by considering the optimum cost of production and considering 
the reasonable return on the capital employed by the domestic industry. 



20 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA • EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sec. 1] 


L CONCLUSION ON INJURY 

1. The Authority concludes that 

(a) PRODUCTION & CAPACITY UTILISATION: 

The production of the petitioner company has increased from 33802 MT in 
1996-97 to 45040 MT in 1997-98 to 45107 MT in the period of 
investigation. 

Capacity utilisation of the domestic industry has increased from 35% in 
1996-97 to 47% in 1997-98 to 47.18% in 1998-99. 

(b) SALES QUANTITY : 



1996-97 

1997-98 

1998-99 
(P 0 1) 

Total Imports (MT) 

3646.09 

8422.98 

11138.71 

Domestic Sales (MT) 

21252.00 

32481.00 

77619.00 

Total Apparent Market 

24898.09 

40903.98 

58757.71 

Stake of Domestic Industry 
in total apparent market (in 

%}_ 

85.36 

79.41 

81.04 


The above chart shows that sales of the domestic industry has increased 
during the period of investigation as against previous years, but the petitioner s 
market share has not increased as compared to growth in apparent market. 

(c) SALES REALISATION: 

The average net sales realisation of M/s Thirumalai Chemicals Ltd during 
1996-97 was 100% (base year)/MT declined to 91.39% in 1997-98 further 
declined to 79.02% during the period of investigation. 

The average net sales realisation of M/s Herdillia Chemicals Ltd during 
1996-97 was 100% (base year)/MT declined to 87.69% in 1997-98 further 
declined to 70.82% during the period of investigation. 

However, the sales realisation of the Petitioners’ Company during the 
period of investigation was below its cost of production. 

(d) PROFITABILITY: 

During the financial year 1996-97 the profit of the petitioners company 
jointly from the Pthalic Anhydride operation was Rs. 1519.32 lacs. The profit 
reduced to Rs.274.19 lacs during the year 1997-98 gone into loss 1044.80 
lacs during the year 1998-99 i.e. period of investigation. 




[ HFT 1—1 ] 




21 


(e) CLOSING STOCK 

The average stock of the domestic industry has increased from 406 MT in 
1996-97 to 8519 MT in 1997-98 further reduced to 4522 MT in 1998-99. 

(f) TOTAL IMPORTS: 



1996-97 

1997-98 

1998-99 

(POD 

Total Imports in India 

3646.90 

8422,98 

11138.71 

Imports from Indonesia 

366.78 

4124.59 

6790.18 

% of total Imports 

(Indonesia) 

10,06 

48.97 

60.96 

Share of Indonesian Imports 
in total apparent market in 
% 

1.47 

i_ 

10,08 

11.56 


The above chart shows a significant increase in imports from Indonesia. The 
share of Indonesian imports as against total imports has increased from 10.06% in 
1996-97 to 60 96% during the period of investigation. The share of imports from 
Indonesia as compared to total apparent market have grown from an insignificant 
1.47% in 1996-97 to 10 08% in 1997-98 and 11.56% in 1998-99, i.e. period of 
investigation. 

(g) PRICE SUPPRESSION: 

The prices of Indonesian imports fell from Rs.21 83 per kg GIF in 1996-97 
has increased to Rs.23 26 per kg. GIF during 1997-98 drastically came 
down to Rs. 16.98 per kg GIF during period of investigation. 

(h) EMPLOYMENT 

The manpower of petitioners was 267 in 1996-97 increased to 372 during 
1997-98 further increased to 383 during period of investigation. 

Apart from the above, Authority also notes that imports from 
Indonesia has increased sharply. The increase is more than 18 times 
during period of investigation as compared to 1996-97. Petitioner’s claim 
that exporters have freely disposable capacity has not been challenged by 
any interested parties. Para (g) above also shows that there is a 
significant depressing price effect on not only sales realisation but also 
margins The inventories of the petitioners have also increased during 
period of investigation as compared to 1996-97. 

The Authority finds that these parameters collectively and 
cumulatively indicate that there is a threat of injury from the subject 
country. 
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2 The Authority, therefore, notes from the above that the imports from the 
subject country have been at a price belo\Y the selling prices of the 
domestic industry. Further, the imports into India have been at a pri^e 
lower than the non-injurious price for the domestic industry. As a 
consequence thereof the petitioners were forced to sell its product at a 
price significantly below its non-injurious price resulting in financial losses 
to the petitioners. The petitioners were also prevented from increasing the 
level of capacity utilisation as compared to the total apparent market. 

These parameters collectively and cumulatively indicate that the 
petitioners have suffered material rnjury/threat of injury due to the dumped 
imports. 

M. INDIAN INDUSTRY'S INTEREST & OTHER ISSUES 

1. The purpose of anti dumping duties, in general, is to eliminate dumping 
which is causing injury to the petitioner companies and to re-establish a 
situation of open and fair competition in the Indian market, which is in the 
general interest of the country. 

2. It is recognised that the imposition of anti dumping duties might affect the 
price levels of the products manufactured using the subject goods and 
consequently might have some influence on relative competitiveness of 
these products. However, fair competition on the Indian market will not be 
reduced by the anti dumping measures, particularly if the levy of the anti 
dumping duty is restricted to an amount necessary to redress the 

injury to the petitioners’ company. On the contrary, imposition of anti 
dumping measures would remove the unfair advantages gained by 
dumping practices, would prevent the decline of the petitioners’ company 
and help maintain availability of wider choice to the consumers of Pthalic 
Anhydride. Imposition of anti dumping measures would not restrict imports 
from the subject countries in any way, and, therefore, would not affect the 
availability of the product to the consumers. 

3. To ascertain the extent of anti-dumping duty necessary to remove the 
injury to the petitioners’ company, the Authority has relied upon weighted 
average non - injurious price of Pthalic Anhydride in India for the 
petitioners’ company, by considering the optimum cost of production at 
optimum level of capacity utilisation for the petitioners’ company. 

LANDED VALUE; 

Landed value of imports from Indonesia is determined considering the 
weighted average export price after charging the prevailing level of 
customs duties except duties levied under Section 3, 3A, 8B, 9 and 9A of 
the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 and one percent landing charges. 
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N. FINAL FINDINGS 

The Authority, after considering the foregoing, concludes that: 

(a) Pthalic Anhydride originating in or exported from the subject country has 
been exported to India below its normal value, thereby resulting in dumping; 

(b) The domestic industry has suffered material/threat of injury; 

(c) The injury has been caused to the domestic industry by dumping of the 
subject goods originating in or exported from Indonesia; 

(d) In view of the above, the Authority recommends imposition of definite anti¬ 
dumping duty on all imports of Pthalic Anhydride falling under chapter 29 
(Custom Sub-heading 2917.3500) originating in or exported from Indonesia. 

(e) It was considered to recommend the amount of Anti-Dumping Duty equal to 
the dumping margin or less which, if levied, would remove the injury to the 
domestic industry. Landed value of the imports for individual exporters, for 
the purposes, were compared with the non-injurious selling price of the 
domestic industry, determined for the period of investigation. Wherever the 
difference was less than the dumping margin, a duty lower than the 
dumping margin is recommended. 

(f) Accordingly, anti-dumping duties may be imposed, on all imports of Pthalic 
Anhydride originating in or exported from the subject country. The anti¬ 
dumping duty shall be US$ 44.27/MT. 

(g) Subject to the above, the authority confirms the Preliminary Findings dated 
31 March, 2000. 

(h) An appeal against this order shall lie to the Customs, Excise and Gold 
(Control) Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the Act supra. 


L V SAPTHARISHI, Designated Authority 
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